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1. ^ The amendment filed on 16 September 2010 under 37 CFR 1.312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .31 3(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) ^ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

The amendment changes the scope of allowed claims 33-34 and 41 , since in the following statement of claim 33 " if the 
attempt to connect the object identifier reader to the host computing device is unsuccessful or if the attempt to send the 
image of the object identifier to the host computing device is unsuccessful" the claim is limited to only one condition being 
met by the if statement instead of the the two conditions; and similar changes have also been made to claims 34 and 41 



/Hyung S. SOUGH/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2194 
09/30/10 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-271 (Rev. 04-01) 



Reponse to Rule 312 Communication 



Part of Paper No. 20100916 



